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Below is a communlca tbn from the EXAMINER in charge of this application 
COMMISSIONER OF PATENTS AND TRADEMARKS 

ADVISORY ACTION 

L^THE PERIOD FOR RESPONSE: 

a ) B^s extended to run J\"ooW^ „ r 

or continues to run _ . from th e date of ^ fjna| 

Any extension of time must be obtained by filina a petition undpr 17 cpr 1 1 

The date on which the response, the petition and the fee ha« beL fNM k fhi J' , f£ P08ed r6SP ° nSe and the Wpnate fee. 
purposes of determining the period of exte^ f ?J? V the ,[ es P onse and a, *° the date for the 

1.17 -I * canted from I date of Sy^^ ™ 

□ Appellant's Brief is due in accordance with 37 CFR 1,1 92(a). 

0 Applicant's response to the final rejection filed l~~2~l // h « k . . . . L 

^ to place the application in conM^TzC^: * been C ° nSldered Wllh ^ foi,owin 9 effect - but jt is not deemed 

1 ■ S/The proposed amendments to the claim and /or specification will not be entered and the final rejection stands because: 

b. 0They raise new issues that would require further consideration and/or search, (See Note). 

c. 04hey raise the issue of new matter. (See Note). 

* D «SJ" n ° , deemed '° P ' aC8 aPPli0a,i °" h tetter hm for a «* al * or simplifying the issues for 

o. IjjThey present adrfifional claims without cancelling a corresponding number of finally rejected claims. 

D Kn P aZrbt°clars nded ^ ™ M b ** Wad " " bmi,ted * • amendment canceling 

3 - ^^-^'.^^edarnendm en, □ wi „ be entered wil, no. be entered and the status o. the daims wil, 


Claims allowed: __. 

Claims objected to: ______ 

Claims rejected: IY } \ H , ^7*3^ 

However; 


tii Applicapfs response has overcome thejgllowing reiection(s): \t)2bl KB rtJectitX ) .U< £M°P 
4. Ef The affidavit, exhibit or request for reconsidered has been considered but does no. overcome the rejection because 


5. □ The affidavit or exhibit will not be considered because applicant has not shown good a 
presented. " 

□ The proposed drawing correction □ has □ has not been approved by the examiner 
PTOL-303 (REV. 5-89) 
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Art Unit: 1817 
ADVISORY ACTION 

1 . Applicants Amendment After Final filed January 21,1 997 has not been entered for 
reasons set forth in attached interview summary and advisory action (form 303). 

2. The rejection of claims 37 and 38 under 35 U.S.C. § 1 12, first paragraph (i.e. lack of an 
enabling disclosure) is maintained. This rejection is maintained for essentially the same reasons 
as the rejection of claims 37 and 38 under this statutory provision, as set forth in the last Office 
action. Applicants' arguments filed January 21, 1997, with regard to the pending claims have 
been previously addressed and have been fully considered but they are not deemed to be 


3. The rejection of claims 18, 19, 37 and 38 under 35 U.S.C. § 1 12, second paragraph (i.e. 
indefiniteness of the presented claims) is maintained. This rejection is maintained for essentially 
the same reasons as the rejection of claims 18, 19, 37 and 38 under this statutory provision, as set 
forth in the last Office action. Applicants' arguments filed January 21, 1997, have been fully 
considered but they are not deemed to be persuasive. 

4. The rejection of claim 18 under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as anticipated by, or in the alternative, 
under 35 U.S.C. § 103 as obvious over Tabaqchali et al is maintained. This rejection is 
maintained for essentially the same reasons as the rejection of claim 18 under this statutory 
provision, as set forth in the last Office action. Applicants' arguments filed January 21, 1997, 
have been fully considered but they are not deemed to be persuasive. 

Applicants have referred the Examiner to pp. 4-5 of the instant specification, however 
these pages have been canceled. Applicants have asserted that it is unclear how a NT sequence 
of only 7 1 NT can be said to correspond to a gene composed of 584 NT. However, it is noted 
that the claims are directed to the polypeptide or any part of at least one of these polypeptides 
which prior art encompasses. Applicants have asserted that the prior art does not teach the 
amino acid which corresponds to the NT 2622-2693. The NT correspond to the urel, only part 
of it as Applicants have claimed. 


persuasive. 
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5. The rejection of claims 18, 19 and 39 under 35 U.S.C. § 103 as obvious over Ferrero et 
al is maintained. This rejection is maintained for essentially the same reasons as the rejection of 
claims 18, 19 and 39 under this statutory provision, as set forth in the last Office action. 
Applicants' arguments filed January 21, 1997 , have been fully considered but they are not 
deemed to be persuasive. 

It is noted that the Ferrero et al reference is Cussac, Ferrero and Labigne (1991, SOMED, 
4(S):S139). This is an abstract from a scientific meeting. This rejection is maintained as 
Applicants have not set forth any new arguments regarding this rejection. 

6. The rejection of claims 37 and 38 under 35 U.S.C. § 103 as obvious over Ferrero et al 
and Sevier is maintained. This rejection is maintained for essentially the same reasons as the 
rejection of claims 37 and 38 under this statutory provision, as set forth in the last Office action. 
Applicants' arguments filed January 21, 1997 , have been fully considered but they are not 
deemed to be persuasive. 

This rejection is maintained as Applicants have not set forth any new arguments 
regarding this rejection. 

7. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner 
should be directed to N. M. Minnifield whose telephone number is (703) 305-3394. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Thursday from 7:00 AM-4:30 PM. The examiner 
can also be reached on alternate Fridays. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Paula K. Hutzell, Ph.D., can be reached on (703) 308-4310. The fax phone number 
for this Group is (703) 305-7939. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application should be 
directed to the Group receptionist whose telephone number is (703) 308-0196. 



